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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicant's responses filed on March 15, 2009 have been considered. Claims 1- 
19 have been cancelled. Claims 20 to 40 have been added. Claims 20- 40 are 
pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 20-21 and 24-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Severns et al. (US. 2005/0050644) in view of Noyes et al. (US. 
2005/0256015). 

Regarding claim 20, Severns et al. teach the cleaning method comprising a step 
of tumbling the textiles in a leak -tight enclosure (chamber, see figure 1), wherein the 
tumbling stage includes pneumatic atomization which has the droplet size less than 
100|jm overlapping the claimed range [0082, 0084], wherein the composition comprises 
essential oils which are extracted from natural source fruit or flowers (perfume, [0269]), 
surfactants [0262- 0267], and water [0058]; qualified as an aqueous composition. 

Severns et al do not teach applying a temperature less than or equal to 45 
degree Celsius, and impregnating the textile until they gain of about 5% to 70%. Noyes 
teaches applying a temperature of less than or equal to 45 degree Celsius [0106, 0121 
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and 0122], until there is a weight gain of about 5% to 70% (e.g., 20%-200% by dry 
weight, [0099]). Severns et al and Noyes are analogous arts because they are in the 
same field of endeavor, namely, cleaning process. At the time the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the teachings of Noyes into 
the teachings of Severns et al in order to provide a method for cleaning or treating fabric 
articles that is safe for a wide range of fabric articles, minimizes shrinkage and 
wrinkling, and can be adapted to a cost effective use in the consumer's home (Noyes, 
[0006]). 

Regarding claim 21 , Severns et al. teach the method, wherein the enclosure 
comprises a drum (chamber 1 , [0079]), and a nozzle is supported with a spraying arm 
that is attached to the door 59 [0087]. Because the apparatus is positioned as said in 
the claim, it implicitly performs in the same manner as said by the applicant. 

Regarding claim 24, Severns et al. teach the method as said, wherein the 
essential oil (perfume) is citrus limonum (lemon oil, [0269]). 

Regarding claim 25, Severns et al. teach the method as said, wherein the 
surfactants includes cationic surfactants which is derived from natural source including 
coconut or soy [0258]. 

Regarding claim 26, Severns et al. teach the method as said wherein the 
composition comprises essential oils which are extracted from natural source fruit or 
flowers (lemon oil, [0269]). 

Regarding claim 27, Severns further teaches dry cleaning composition includes 
alcohol and wax = esters of fatty acid, see para [0252]. 
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Regarding claims 28 and 29, Severns et al. teach the method, wherein the 
composition comprises antistatic agent [0277], antioxidant, antibacterial, sanitizing 
(bleach, and enzyme) and fabric softener [0253]. 

Claims 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Severns et al. (US. 2005/0050644) in view of Noyes et al. (US. 2005/0256015) as 
applied to claims 20-21 above, and further in view of Harris et al (6,237,373). 

Regarding claim 22, Severns in view of Noyes does not teach the door is of a 
frustoconical shape. Harris teaches a washing/dryer machine that comprises a 
frustoconical shape door (see fig. 1-2, frustoconical shape door 31). Combining Harris 
with Severns would move the nozzle of Severns away from the drum and position the 
nozzle in such a manner as to achieve spraying throughout the interior of the drum as 
soon as a spray enters into the drum during the pneumatic atomization stage. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made 
to utilize the teachings of Harris (e.g., frustoconical shape door) into the teachings of 
Severns in view of Noyes in order to provide a dry cleaning system that can be easily 
cleaned without removal of special filter doors or covers (col. 2, lines 10-13). 

Regarding claim 23, as mentioned in claim 22, by combining Harris with Severns 
in view of Noyes would move the nozzle of Severns away from the drum by few 
hundred millimeters due to the structure of the frustoconical shape door of Harris. 
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Claims 30-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Severns et al. (US. 2005/0050644) in view of Noyes et al. (US. 2005/0256015) as 
applied to claim 20 above, and further in view of Kamiya (6,136,778). 

Regarding claim 30, Severns does not teach that the composition has the pH in 

the range of 6 to 8. 

Kamiya teaches that the composition has the pH in the range of 5.4 to 6.6 (see 
table 8). Serverns and Kamiya are analogous arts because they are in the same field of 
endeavor, namely laundry cleaning composition. At the time of the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to use pH of Kamiya in the teaching 
of Serverns to achieve the desired cleaning efficacy of the composition. 

Regarding claim 31, Kamiya teaches that the aqueous cleaning composition is 
prepared from a concentrate (col. 10, line 55 to col. 1 1 , line 6). It would have been 
obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the 
teachings of Kamiya (e.g., concentrate detergent/composition) into the teachings of 
Severns in view of Noyes, so that the composition can be easily moved and/or 
transported without spilling. 

Regarding claim 32, Kamiya further teaches the concentrate comprises a) at 
least one 100% pure and natural essential oil, representing 0.5% to 10% by weight of 
the composition; b) at least one detergent and emulsifying surface active agent of 
exclusively vegetal origin that is well tolerated by the skin, representing 5% to 20% by 
weight of the composition; c) at least one component selected from the group 
comprising oils, vegetable glycerin, and floral waters, representing 5% to 90% by weight 
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of the composition; d) at least one component selected from the group comprising fruit 
alcohol, tree gum, and natural wax, representing 0.5% to 30% by weight of the 
composition; e) at least one additive having at least one property selected from the 
group of properties comprising humectants, antistatic, antioxidant, antibacterial, 
sanitizing, fluidifying, softening, bulking, brightening, and preserving properties, 
representing 0.1% to 10% by weight of the composition; and f) at least one enzymatic 
compound and/or salt, representing 0.05% to 10% by weight of the composition. 

Regarding claim 33, Noyes further teaches applying a temperature of less than 
or equal to 45 degree Celsius [0106, 0121 and 0122], until there is a weight gain of 
about 5% to 70% (e.g., 20%-200% by dry weight, [0099]). 

Regarding claim 34, Severns further teaches the tumbling [0076-0079], 
pneumatic atomization [0080, 0082, 0084] and Severns' dry cleaning method inherently 
involves cleaning, drying and cooling steps. 

Claims 35-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Severns et al. (US. 2005/0050644) in view of Noyes et al. (US. 2005/0256015) and 
Harris et al (6,237,373). 

Regarding claim 35, Severns illustrates a dry cleaning machine comprises a 
drum, a leaked tight enclosure (the chamber 1, fig. 1-2), heater means (to produces the 
heating temperature [0137; 0244 and 0245]); suction mean [0102], filter means (filter 6 
[0092 and 0093]), control means (controller 81, [0122]); and door (59). Although claim 
13 is depending on claim 1, claim 13 can be treated without limited to claim 1 because it 
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is apparatus (MPEP. 2115). Severns et al. teach the cleaning machine, wherein the 
tumbling stage includes pneumatic atomization which has the droplet size less than 
100|jm overlapping the claimed range [0082, 0084], wherein the composition comprises 
essential oils which are extracted from natural source fruit or flowers (perfume, [0269]), 
surfactants [0262- 0267], and water [0058]; qualified as an aqueous composition. 

Severns et al do not teach applying a temperature less than or equal to 45 
degree Celsius, and impregnating the textile until they gain of about 5% to 70%. Noyes 
teaches applying a temperature of less than or equal to 45 degree Celsius [0106, 0121 
and 0122], until there is a weight gain of about 5% to 70% (e.g., 20%-200% by dry 
weight, [0099]). Severns et al and Noyes are analogous arts because they are in the 
same field of endeavor, namely, cleaning process. At the time the invention, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to utilize the teachings of Noyes into 
the teachings of Severns et al in order to provide a method for cleaning or treating fabric 
articles that is safe for a wide range of fabric articles, minimizes shrinkage and 
wrinkling, and can be adapted to a cost effective use in the consumer's home (Noyes, 
[0006]). 

Severns does not teach the door is of a frustoconical shape. Harris teaches a 
washing/dryer machine that comprises a frustoconical shape door (see fig. 1 , 
frustoconical shape door 31). Combining Harris with Severns would move the nozzle of 
Severns away from the drum and position the nozzle in such a manner as to achieve 
spraying throughout the interior of the drum as soon as a spray enters into the drum 
during the pneumatic atomization stage. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
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skill in the art at the time the invention was made to utilize the teachings of Harris (e.g., 
frustoconical shape door) into the teachings of Severns in view of Noyes in order to 
provide a dry cleaning system that can be easily cleaned without removal of special 
filter doors or covers (col. 2, lines 10-13). 

Regarding claim 36, as mentioned in claim 35, by combining Harris with Severns 
in view of Noyes would move the nozzle of Severns away from the drum by few 
hundred millimeters due to the structure of the frustoconical shape door of Harris. 

Regarding claim 37, Severns further teaches that when the drum is in rotation, 
changing direction in alternation from the beginning to the end of the program (para. 
0079). 

Regarding claim 38, Severns does not teach the drum is reversed every 30 
seconds. However, Severns teaches reversing the direction of drum rotation several 
times to provide more uniform agitation and more uniform heat transfer to the fabric 
articles being treated [0079]. 

Regarding claim 39, Severns further teaches the use of filter (6, [0092], fig. 1). 

Regarding claim 40, Severns shows in fig. 2, the beater (drum 2) disposed 
obliquely from the nozzle (26), since the nozzle (26) is located within chamber (1) which 
is isolated from drum (2). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 10-12 have been considered but 
are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Applicant's arguments have been fully considered but they are not persuasive 
that Serverns et al. and Noyes et al. are not analogous arts relative to Kamiya. 
Although Servern et al. disclose a composition containing at least 50 percent by weight 
of a lipophilic liquid and the composition of Noyes et al. contains 50 to 100 percent by 
weight of lipophilic fluid as said by the applicant, Serverns et al. and Noyes et al. both 
have the composition comprising maximum of 50 percent of water and the other adjunct 
including water soluble component and solvents. For this reason, the compositions are 
qualified to be considered as aqueous composition for containing certain amount of 
water as said above. Because according to the specification, the aqueous composition 
of the invention comprises from 5 to 90 percent of floral water, and the major amount of 
water is not in the claim. As a result, the compositions of Serverns, Noyes can also be 
considered as aqueous composition, therefore, combining Serverns, Noyes et al. and 
Kamiya are deemed proper for the reasons as said above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
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mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Correspondence 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to THUY-AI N. NGUYEN whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3294. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday: 8:30 a.m. - 
5:00 p.m. eastern time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Mark Eashoo can be reached on 571-272-1 197. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

THA 

/David Wu/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 1796 



